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Sir: 


Responsive to the Action mailed November 12, 1999, applicant responds as follows: 


REMARKS 

Claims 2-20 are pending in the application. (An amendment adding claims 19 and 20 was 
transmitted by FAX on October 21 ; those claims were not addressed in the Action.) 

The Action states that claims 2-18 are rejected under Section 102(e). This is presumed to 
be an error, and that a rejection under Section 103 was intended instead. 

Applicant respectfully submits that the Action fails to establish a prima facie case of 
obviousness. As such, no substantive traverse of the rejection is presented. Rather, in the 
following discussion, applicant addresses some of the legal shortcomings of the rejections. 

In support of the obviousness conclusion, the Action asserts that both Powell and Shear 
are concemed with usage and protection of digital data. However, obviousness is not established 
by such a showing. Rather, there must be some intrinsic or extrinsic motivation leading an artisan 
to combine the references to yield the combinations claimed. No such motivation is present here. 
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